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dated 23 February 1849;— /hr, 

A COPY “ of al! Cohrespondence between the Commissioners for administering' 
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A COPY of all Correspondence between the Commissioners for administering 
the Laws for the Relief of the Poor iu Ireland and in England, relative to the 
Removal of John M^Coy from Newcastk-upmi-Tyne to Armagh, including 
the Opinion of Counsel (if any) thereon. 



— IVo. 1. — 

(No. 60,801/48.) Case of J. M'Cov. 

LETTER from the Clerk of Armagh Union to the Commissioners for adminis- 
tering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland. 

Gentlemen, Workhouse, Ai-raagh, 7 November 184.8. 

I AS! directed by the Board of Guardians to draw' your attention to the follow- 
ing case of a man named John M'Coy, absent from Keady, his native place in 
this union, for the last 46 years, during which time he has resided in the county 
of Northumberland, England, and was admitted to the Newcastle Union on the 
14th October last, afterwards forwarded by the authorities there per steamer to 
Belfast, where he arrived on the 17th ultimo, and reached Keady on the 20th, 
and afterwards admitted into this workhouse on Tuesday the 31st ultimo. 

From his advpced age, and infirm state of health, the guardians thought it 
prudent to admit him under the circumstances, though feeling strongly the im- 
})roprioty of the course adopted by the guardians at Newcastle, and resolving at 
the same time to have your opinion as to what steps ought to be taken by them 
ou the occasion. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. M^Neah Johnston, 

Clerk of the Union. 



— No. 2. — 

(No. 60,801/48.) 

LETTER from the Commissioners in reply. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 10 November 1848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief 
of the Poor in Ireland, to acknowledge the receipt ofyour letter of the 5th instant, 
requesting the opinion of the Commissioners relative to the case of John M'Coy, 
who has been removed from the Newcastle Union, in the county of Northumber- 
land, to Belfast, he being a native of Keady, but having resided in the county 
of Northumberland, in England, during the last 46 years j and in reference 
thereto the Commissioners request to be furnished with a copy of the examination 
of John M‘Coy, especially as to whether during the last five years he has con- 
stantly resided in any one parish in the Newcastle Union, withouthaving received 
parochial relief. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) A. Moore, for Secretary. 
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Case oJ'J. M'Coy. 



— No. 3 .— 



(No- 63,652/48.) 

LETTER from the Clerk of the Armagh Union to the Conunissioners for 
administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Irelaml. 

Armagh Union ’Workhouse, 

Gentlemen, 22 November l848._ 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith, agreeably to the request contained m 
your letter of 10th instant. No. 60,801, a copy of the examination of John M Coy, 
lately a resident in Newcastle Union, Northiimberland, 

I have, &c. . 

(signed) M. M^Neale Johnston, Clerk of Union. 



-No. 4. — 



(No. 63,652/48-) 



Enclosure to the foregoing. 

Form of Declaration. 

County of Arniagh,-! I, John M‘Coy, at present a pauper in the Armagh Union work- 
to wit. J house in the county of Armagh, do solemnly and sincerely 
declare, that I have resided in England for the last 46 yearns, and that during the 
last 15 years I have constantlyresided m All Saints Parish, Bakei Ward, m the 
union of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, in England, in the employrnent of Mo Redley. 
vitriol works ; that during the said 15 years I never received parochial relrf what- 
soever, except for the period of three days, to wit, from Saturday the 1 4* October 
1848 until Tuesday the 17th October 1848, having been admitted into the New- 
castle Union workhouse on the said 14th of October, and discharged therefrom on 
the said 17th October 1848, when I was sent by railway from Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne to Carlisle, and from thence by steamer to Belfast, and then forwarded to 
Armagh, when I was admitted as a pauper into the Armagh Union workhouse, on 
Tuesday the 31st October 1848, where I am at the present time. 

And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be 
true, and by virtue of the provisions of an A.ct of Parliament made and passed 
in the fifth and sixth years of the reign of William the Fourth, intituled, An Act 
for the more effectual abolition of Oaths and Affirmations taken and made in various 
departments of the State, and to snbstitute Declarations mheu thereof : and tor 
the more entire suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial Oaths and Affidavits. 

his 

John + M‘Coy, 
mark. 

Truly read by William Barnes, Clerk of Petty Sessions, 20, Scotch-street, 
^"Secured and acknowledged before me at Armagh, this 2ist day of Novem- 
W. Paton, J. P. for the County of Armagh. 



— No. 5 . — 

(No. 63,652.) 

THE Commissioners to the Clerk of the Armagh Union. 

o:,. ArmaghUnion, 4 December 1848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering 

' 'Tn "brthe“ ZmLfoiie™“.l s^e that it 

appears Sraccording to the facts alleged by M‘Coy. that he was irremovabl,^^ 
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■it being provided by the ist section of 9 & 10 Viet. c. 66, that, from and after Case ofj. M'Coy. 

the passing of that Act, no person shall be removed, nor shall any warrant be 1 

granted for the removal of any person from any parish in which such person shall 
have resided for five years next before the application for the warrant. 

The Commissioners are of opinion, therefore, that if the statement made by 
M'Coy is correct, the guardians mkht successfully appeal against the warrant of 
removal, if they think fit to appeal, in accordance with the 6th section of the 
8 & 9 Viet. c. 117, a copy of which section is enclosed. 

The Commissioners recommend the guardians to take steps herein without 
• delay. 

By order, &c. 

(signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 



— No. 6. — 

(No. 63,652/48.) 

THE Commissioners to Viscount Ehrington. 

My Lord, Armagh Union, .5 December 1848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of 
the Poor in Ireland, to forward to you the enclosed copy of the examination of a 
pauper inmate of the workhouse of the Armagh Union, who appears to have been See No. 
illegally removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union ; and I am to state that the 
Commissioners have recommended the guardians of Armagh Union to apply to 
the Poor-law Board to appeal against the order in tljis case. 

I have, &c. 

To Viscount Ebrington, m. p. (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 

Poor-law Board, London. 



— No. 7 . — 

(No. 66,086/49.) 

.I’cnTiiER LETTER from the Commissioners to the Poor-law Board in England, 

My Lord, Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 9 Dec. 184S. 

Adverting to the Commissioners’ letter of the 5th instant relative to the case 
of John M'Coy, who was removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union to Armagh, 
I am directed, by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the 
Poor in Ireland, to request that the Poor-law Board will be so good as to 
state the nature of the security they will require, in order that the Commissioners 
may inform the Board of Guardians of Armagh Union. 

The Commissioners desire at the same time to refer your Lordship to their 
letters of the 29th February and 28th April last respectively, in which (with 
reference to another case) they requested similar information to that now sought 
in regard to the case of John M'Coy. 

I have, &c. 

To Viscount Ebrington, m. p,, &c. (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 

Poor-law Commission Office, London. 



LETTERS referred to in the preceding Letter. 

(No. 8,664/48.) 

No. 1. — The Commissioners to the Poor-law Board in England. 

My Lord, Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 29 Feb. 1848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of 
the Poor in Ireland, to forward herewith, to be laid before the Poor-law Board, 
the accompanying extract from minutes of proceedings of the Board of Guardians 
of the North Dublin Union, at their meeting on the 26th ultimo, in which 
they request that an appeal be made under the provisions of the 8 & 9 Viet, 
c. 1 17, s. 6, against the removal of Richard Byrne and his family from Leeds, 
on the ground that he had been resident in the township of Leeds for more than 
•five years, and was therefore not legally removable. 

159' A 3 A copy 
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A copy of a report from Captain Huband, pooi**Iaw inspector, and of the 
depositions taken by him, are enclosed for the information of the Board. 

The Commissioners will be glad to be informed what security the Poor-law 
Board will require for payment of the costs which may be incun-ed on the 
appeal. 

I have, &c. 

To Viscount Ebrington, M.P., &c. (signed) IV. Stanley, Secretiry. 
Poor-law Commission Office, Loudon. 



(No. 14,103/48.) 

No. 2. — THE Commissioners to the Poor-law Board in England. 

My Lord, Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 28 April 1848. 

I JVM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of 
the Poor in Ireland, to request the attention of the Poor-law Board to the Com- 
missioners’ letter of the 6th instant, and to their previous letter of the 29th 
February, relative to the removal of Richard Byrne from Leeds, and I am to 
state that the Commissioners would not again press the subject at the. present 
time on the attention of the Poor-law Board, were it not that the North Dublin 
Board of Guai-dians were very anxious to receive an early answer. 

I have, &c. 

To Viscount Efaringtoa, m.p., &c. (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 
Poor-law Commission Office, London. 



— No. 8.— 

(No. 70,722.) 

LETTER from the Poor-law Board to the Commissioners. 

Sir, Poor-law Board, Somerset House, 28 Dec. 1848. 

I ASi directed by the Poor-law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letters 
of the 5tb and 9th instant, relating to the case of John M'Coy, and to transmit 
to vou herewith, for the information of the Commissioners for administering the 
Laws for the Relief of the Poor in Ireland, a copy of a letter which this Board 
have addressed to the guardians of the Armagh Union, in reference to that case. 

I am, &c. 

To W. Stanley, Esq. (signed) W. G. Lmnley, 

Secretaiy to the Poor-law Commission, Assistant Secretary. 

Dublin. 



— N0.9. ~ 

(No. 70,722.) 

Enclosure to LETTER foregoing. 

Sir, Poor-law Board, Somerset-House, 28 Dec. 1848. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the I2th instant, requesting the Board to conduct an appeal in the case of a 
pauper named M‘Coy, alleged'to have been illegally removed from the Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne Union, to Armagh. 

The iBoard have also received a communication on this subject from the Poor- 
law Commissioners in Dublin, and have carefully considered the matter ; but they 
deem it necessary to state that they cannot undertake to institute an appeal 
unless they are furnished with further particulars as to the facts of the case. In 
the communications at present before the Board, neither the names of the 
justices who issued the warrant for the pauper’s removal, nor the name of the 
particular parish or place from which the pauper was removed, nor the names or 
description of the parties who made the complaint to the justices, appear to be 
mentioned. t • 1. u 

It seems necessary, therefore, that the guardians of the Armagh Union should 
take some steps to learn these particulars, and to find evidence which will cor- 
roborate the pauper’s statement as to his continuous residence in the same parish. 

I am, &c. 

To M. M'Neale Johnstou, Esq. (signed) W. G. LumUy, 

Clerk of the Union, Armagh. Assistant Secretary. 
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(No. 70,722.) 

LETTER to the Clerk of the Union. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

1 January 1849. 

Adverting to the Commissioners’ letter of the 4th ultimo, relative to the 
removal of Jolm M‘Coy from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union, I am directed by the 
Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, to 
request that you will be so good as to furnish them with a copy of your letter to 
the Poor-law Board on the subject, with which Board the Commissioners are now 
in communication on the subject of the case. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

/II Y 1 (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 

The Clerk to the Guardians, 

Armagh Union. 



— No. 11.— 

(No. 665/49.) 

LETTER from the Clerk of the Union in reply. 

Gentlemen, Armagh, 2 January 1849. 

Enclosed you have copy of the letter required by yours of the 1st instant. 
No. 70,722. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. M'Neale Johnston, 

Clerk of the Union. 

lo the Poor-law Commissioners, 

Dublin. 



(No. 665/49.) 



— No. 12. — 
Enclosure to foregoing. 



My Lord, Workhouse, Armagh, 12 December 1848. 

I AJC directed by the guardians of the Armagh Union to request that the Poor- 
law Board will conduct an appeal in the case of a pauper named M‘Coy, illecfally 
removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union to Armagh. 

I am further to acquaint you that the guardians of this union will bold them- 
selves accountable for the expenses of the appeal, pursuant to the 8 & 9 Viet. c. n 7. 

The guardians enclose a copy of a communication from the Poor-law Commis- 
sionei s, stating there are, in their opinion, due and distinct grounds for such 
appeal. 

The examination of the pauper referred to in tlie Commissioners’ letter is in the 
custody of the latter, and which can therefore be forwarded to the Board. 

I have, &c. 

(signed) M. M^Neale JoJmston, 

Clerk of the Union. 

To Viscount Ebrington, m.p. 

Poor-law Board, London. 



— No. 13 . — 

(No. 665/49.) 

CASE submitted to Jonathan JJenn, Esq. q. c., with bis Opinion thereon. 

By the Act 8 & g Viet. c. 117, provision is made for the removal of natives of 
Ireland who may have become chargeable to parishes in England,' and by the 6th 
section it is enacted, that if any Board of Guardians of any union in Ireland 
think themselves aggrieved by any removal of any poor person under the provi- 
sions of the Act, and if they forward to the Poor-law Commissioners a statement 
of the case, and of any grounds for concluding that such poor person is settled in 
any parish in England, or was not in law liable to be removed to Ireland, and if 
they, or any persons on their behali) give good security, in England, to the said 
Commissioners for the payment of all costs which may be incurred in any appeal 
^ 59 - A 4 against 



Case of J. M‘C*iy. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Caie of J. M'Coy. 



8 CORRESPONDENCE ON JOHN M‘COY'S REMOVAL 

against the warrant for the removal of such poor person, such Commissioners, if 
satisfied that it will be expedient so to do, may appeal on behalf of the persons 
so agtri-ieved to the court of quarter sessions holden for the county or borough 
from which such removal was made, held at any time within six months after 
such removal was completed ; and such Commissioners shall, at least 2i days 
before tbe bolding of such session, send by post or otherwise to the guardians or 
overseers on whose application such warrant was obtained, ^ notice, in writing, 
purporting to be signed by their secretary or one of their assistant secretaries, of 
their intention to appeal against such warrant, containing a statement, in writing, 
of the oround of such appeal ; and such court of quarter sessions shall hear and 
determine such appeal ; and if the warrant of removal is reversed by such court,, 
the guardians or overseers on whose application the same was obtained, shall pay 
the costs and the necessary expenses and charges incurred by or on account of 
such Board of Guardians, in conveying the poor person removed under the same 
back to such parish, and if they refuse or neglect to pay the same within seven 
days after demand thereof, the persons on whose behalf such appeal was brought,, 
or any person authorized by them, may recover the same as penalties and forfeit- 
ures. And it is provided that the said guardians or overseers may, at any time- 
after such notice of appeal, give or send by post notice, in writing, under the 
hands of any two or more of them, to the said Commissioners, that they abandon 
such warrant, and thereupon such warrant shall be of no effect t and such guard- 
ians and overseers shall pay to the persons on whose behalf such notice of appeal 
was given, or to some person authorized by them, the expenses incuned by or 
on account of such persons by reason of such warrant, and in any proceedings 
consequent thereon, and the necessary expenses and charjres of conveying the 
person removed under the same back to such parish; and if they do not pay the- 
same within seven days after demand, the same may be recovered as penalties 
and forfeitures. 

By the ist section of the 9 & lO Viet. c. 66, it is enacted, that no person shall 
be removed, nor shall any warrant be granted for the removal of any person from 
any parish in wjjich such person shall have resided for five years next before the- 
application of the warrant. 

The attention of the Poor-law Commissioners in Ireland, has on several occa- 
sions been called to cases of removal from England, which have been made 
apparently under the provisions of the first-mentioned Act (8 & 9 Viet. c. i 17), 
but in which there was reason to believe the parties were, according 10 the 
9 & 10 Viet. c. 66, not legally removable, and tbs Commissioners have accord- 
ingly in such cases placed themselves in communication with the Poor-law Board- 
in England, with the view of having the question settled by appeal, in the manner 
pointed out by the sixth section of the 8 & 9 Viet. c. 117. The general views- 
taken by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, on this subject, vary in some essential particulars from those enterlaineA 
by the Poor-law Board in England, as will be seen by the annexed correspond- 
ence, in reference to a case which occurred some time since in North Dublin. 
Union. 

Since that correspondence took place, another case has occurred, which the 
Commissioners believe to be free from the doubts and difficulties suggested in the - 
correspondence above referred to ; and tbe Board ot Guardians have, at the sug- 
gestion of the Commissioners, addressed the Poor-law Board, requesting them to 
conduct an appeal against the removal. This latter correspondence is likewise 
annexed, ana it will be seen that the Poor-law Board in England has declined to 
institute an appeal, unless furnished with further particulars of the facts of the- 
case, especially as to the names of the justices who issued the warrant for the- 
pauper’s removal, and the particulars of the pauper’s previous residence, on which 
points they require his statement to be corroborated. 

In reference to the above statement, the Commissioners are desirous of having 
your opinion on the following points, bearing in mind the provision of the 52d. 
section of the 1 & 2 Viet. c. 56, that it shall not be lawful for the Commissioners, 
or any guardians, or other persons acting in the execution of that Act, to apply, 
directiv or indirectly, any money raised under the authority of this Act, to the- 
relief of destitute poor in any other manner than is therein expressly mentioned,, 
or to any purpose not expressly provided for in that Act. 

1st. Whether an Irish Board of Guardians can incur and charge upon the 
poor-rates, expenses incidental to the conduct of an appeal under the Removal of 

Vagrants 
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Vagrants Act, the pmver of appeal being vested in the English Poor-law Comtnis 
sioners, and not m the Irish Board of (Guardians ? t-mntms- 

of Guardians may incur by eniplov- 
wfidri h®“’l "P proposed by the Engdsli Board 

should Engl4 PooMaw CoSSssionem 

and namlrrSappeatr'™" 

the “statement of the case,” required from the aggrieved Boiiid 

in die 6ft Sion oTs * steps required from fte Board of Guardians 

Jaw Board b pLlf H ® T‘ ’ '"V ' ' ‘’T“* '’Y *>'6'”. Pn»r- 

“ England are bound to satisfy themselves whether it be expedient to 

In^ beraSinglyT'- " (- 

(Opinion.) 

oJll: 1'“*' gnusdians ate not the persons who 

the name of the Coinmisstoners ; they are merely to tale the preliminary steus 
required by the 6th sect on of 8 & 9 Viet. c. u yf and the CommUsirer^alone 
have power to appea], being first satisfied that it is expedient to do so The 
oUaidians lioivever, may become liable to the costs of the appeal by reason of 
the security which they are required to give, as they are bound by the^statute to 
ncur tins liability, not individually, bii “as a Board! I am iiiclinh to ftink ftrt 
they have a right to charge such costs upon the rates, though it might be prudent 
„ “s^os dons in the case of Vaccmation, 

3 4 Vict. c. 2g, and 4 & 5 Vict. c. 32. 

2d. I think not. 

3d. There IS nothing m the statute to confine the statement to facts which 
appeahng'^^''^''^"^'^ Ireland, if such facts do not show sufficient grounds for 

4th. The Commissioners in England, before they appeal, should be satisfied 
that It IS expedient to do so, and though it seems reasonable that they should 
f'fi - which they require the Irish guaj-dians to make, yet 

satisfied^^^ statute has made them judges of what they may require in order to be 

16, Upper Mei-rion-street, (si<^ned) 

22 January 1 849. “ ^ 



Copy Correspondence referred lo in (be preceding Case, and annexed tbereto. 

LETTER from Viscount EMvflon, m.p,, London, to the Poor-law Commis- 
sioners, Dublin ; dated 6 May 1848. 

Sir, 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Board to acknowledge the receiot of your letters 
ot the bth and 28th ultimo, on the subject of the Sieged improper removal of 
a pauper named Richard Byrne, from Leeds to Ireland. 

The Board have been called upon to appeal against the warrant of removal to 
tlie quarter sessions, under the provisions of the 8 & 9 Vict. c. j 17, s. 6. 

The Board will be ready to do so in any case where the materials are so clear 
and distinct as to show that the appeal will be successful. In the present case 
tliey are bound to say that the statement submitted by no means leUs them to 
expect that such would be the result of an appeal. 

The case aMeged is, that Richard Bryan, who is also termed Richard Brine 
and Richard Byrne, had resided for five years and upwards in a parish in Enclunti 
and was therefore irremovable by virtue of the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, and conse- 
quently was notwithin the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 117. 

Tiie first point to be considered is, whether an Irishman is within the former 
^ statute 



Case of J. M‘Coy. 
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J *•*! A PVPmntion The Poor-law Commissioners were cer- 

C, a.fJ..M;Co y. Attorney-general, and the late Solieitm-general, that he 

was ^and upon this point the Board would be ready to enter the appeal. 

BuMheTecond poiirt arises upon the facts of the ease, and they are not made 

°"TrepTupCT himself states that he was resident in Leeds for a period of about 
five yeare and one half. He does not specify the exact time nor give any dates. 

In his examination, moreover, he has made mistakes as to the time of his entile 

""Snt'is^necffisary that the residence should have been continuously “ 
one place which separately maintains its own poor. The paupei states that he 

resided in St, Mary’s parish, Leeds, for five years and one half. The Board aie 

not aware of the existence of any such parish. 

The parish of Leeds is divided into many townships, which separately main- 
tain their own poor, one of which bears the name of Leeds alone, and u appears 
that during this period of five years and a half the pauper frequently changed 
his place of abode. It is therefore highly probable that his cootinnous residence 
in some one township for the prescribed period cannot be proved. 

The Board observe that -reference is made to some relatives of the pauper at 
Leeds, and it is possible that they may be able to give such mformation as 
would determine the fact one way or the other ; hut the Board do not think that 
they are justified in getting up the case for the appellants. 

Another difficulty in the case is, that the warrant of removal « not in the pos- 
session of the pauper, or apparently of the guardians of the North Dublin Union 
and consequenlly the Board do not know against whom the appeal can be brought. 
This, however, the guardians might learn by a proper application through an 

°®The'Bmird'thffik, that considering the peculiar position which they hold with 
reference to English Boards of Guardians, they ought to be regarded as noininal 
parties in any appeals brought by tile proper authorities in Ireland or Scotland, 
rather than as principals on behalf of the appellants. In other words they con- 
sider that the case should be managed entirely by agents for those auUioiiUes m 
Eneland, ihoueh with the consent and in the name of the Poor-law Board. 
If, therefore, the case be investigated by some agent for the guardians, and the 
facts ascertained so as to warrant the appeal, and a statement thereof be laid 
before the Board, they will be prepared on such a statement to determine whether 
it is expedient that the appeal should proceed. 

The Board assuming the circumstances detailed by the pauper to be correct, 
regret that the violence adverted to should have been used, though the powers 
conferred by the 3d section of the S & 9 Viet. c. 117, may supply a legal justi- 
fication of it. 



LETTER from the Poor-law Commissioners, Ireland^ to Viscount Ebrington, m.p. ; 
dated 19 May 1848. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland, have the honour to acknowledge your Lordship’s letter of the 8ili 
instant, conveying the views of the Poor-law Board in England on the case of 
Richard Byrne, an Irish-born subject, removed by the authonues of the town- 
ship of Leeds, to Dublin, against which removal the guardians of North Dublin 
Union had expressed their desire to appeal, under the sixth section of the 8 & 9 
Viet. c. 1 17, on the ground of his being irremovable from that township by reason 
of more than five years’ residence in it.; . 

The power of appealing against a warrant of removal in such a case is vested 
clearly in the Poor-law Board, and your Lordship states that the Board will be 
ready to exercise this power in any case where the materials are so clear and 
distinct as to show that the appeal will be successful, but that the Board are by 
no means led to think that such would be the result of an appeal in this particular 
case. , 

The Commissioners regret to learn that one ground for the apprehension so 
expressed is, the question whether an Irishman is within the provision of g & 10 
Viet. c. 66, which makes a person irremovable from a parish in England after 
a continued previous residence of five years therein. The Commissioners fear 

from 
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from the cases of removal from England to Ireland which have been brought to 
thew knowledge, that an opinion prevails on this point at Boards of Guafdians 
in England opposed to that pronounced by the Attorney-general and the late 
bolicitor-general for England, and on this account it appears extremely desir- 
Sclsim doubt which may exist should be cleared up by a judicial 

The Commissioners apprehend, that in Richard Byrne’s case, the time for 
entering an appeal has now lapsed t hut they deem it proper, nevertheless, to 
express their dissent from the view taken by the Poor-law Board regarding the 
tacts of that case, which the Commissionei-s think raised a strong presumption 
that Richard Byrne had been improperly removed to Ireland hy the authorities 
of the township of Leeds, and that an appeal entered against the warrant of 
removal would have been successful. 

Your Lordship observes that the alleged residence of this person for five years 
and a-half in Leeds, should have been continuously in one place, separately 
raamiaimng its own poor ; that no such parish as St. Mary’s, Leeds, where he 
says he lived, is known; that the parish of Leeds comprises several townships 
and that having frequently changed his place of abode, it is highly probable that 
his eoniinuoius residence in one township for the prescribed period cannot be 
proved. 

In reply, I am directed to request the attention of the Poor-law Board to that 
part of Richard Byrne’s sworn evidence which shows that at the time of his 
veinoval he lived in Weavers-square Bank, and that during his previous 
residence qf more than five years in Leeds, he had twdce changed his residence 
only, having resided in _ Harper-street before he went to Weavers-square Bank, 
and having before he lived in Harper-street, resided with his father at Quarry 
Hill, Leeds, for the whole period of his residence in England. 

The respective situations of Harper-street and Quarry-hill, are therefore im- 
portant questions in this case; but there is, as the Commissioners believe, no 
reasonable doubt that they are both situated in the township of Leeds; such at 
least is the description given of them in the Report of the Municipal Commis- 
sioners who visited and reported on the borough of Leeds in 1834. Neither is 
there any reasonable doubt, unless Richard Byrne has sworn falsely, that he was 
removed by the authorities of the township of Leeds, while residing at Weavers- 
square Bank, for he states that he applied at the w'orkhouse in Leeds for relief, 
where he was referred to the vagrant ward, and he mentions the name of the 
relieving officer to whom he applied, the solicitor, Mr. Naylor, and a magistrate, 
Mr. Beahan, living in Briggate, Leeds, Avho, as he states, signed his warrant. 

The circumstance which your Lordship adverts to, of the Board of Guardians 
of North Dublin Union not being provided with a copy of the warrant of removal, 
and therefore, not knowing with certainty the authorities who obtained the order, 
ought not, in the opinion of the Commissioners, to weigh against the exercise of the 
right of appeal in such a case as this, inasmuch as the Act of Parliament has made 
no provision for informing those in Ireland who may be aggrieved by such re- 
movals, of the proper description of the parties who have caused the grievance, 
and they are necessarily left to derive such information from the persons removed ; 
and it is too much to expect from these persons exact precision as to localities, 
or local authorities in England ; exposed as Boards of Guardians in Heland arc 
to this disadvantage, the Commissioners have endeavoured to assist them in 
arriving at the real facts in such cases, by causing their inspector to talce the depo- 
sitions of the person removed on oath ; and while by this course the Commis- 
sioners believe that much expense and excitement in litigation are avoided here, 
they submit that cases which present fair and reasonable grounds for appeal, 
so far as information can be obtained in Ireland, should lead to corresponding 
official inquiries in England, and that if those inquiries satisfy the Poor-law 
Board in England that injustice has been done, they should take the step.s 
pointed out by statute to procure redress for the parties aggrieved. Tlie Com- 
missioners cannot but think that such was the course contemplated by the framers 
of the statute, in declaring that the appeal should be conducted by the Poor-law 
Board in England ; for if the consent of that Board to the proceedings were all 
that it was intended to require, tire enactment would surely not have been compli- 
cated by making them nominal parties to the appeal, instead of the parties 
aggrieved ; a provision which tlie Commissioners cannot but think, with great 
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Ca.e of J M'Coy. deference to the Poor-law Board, was intended rather to siibstitute official services 

for those of legal agents in the inquiries preliminary to litigation. 

In this respect at least, the Commissioners of Poor-laws in Ireland have acted 
in their inquiries in these cases, and in their correspondence upon them, with the 
Poor-law Board in England ; and the employment of legal agerits in England by 
Irish Boards of Guardians has hitherto appeared to the Commissioners a course 
which ought to be avoided, if practicable, rather than encouraged or required. 

As the'future practice in this respect is a matter of much importance, specially 
in Ireland, the Commissioners have submitted the correspondence to his Excel- 
lency the Lord Lieutenant for his information. 



LETTER from the Board of Guardians of Armagh Union to the Poor-law 
Commissioners, dated 7 November 1848. 

I AM directed by the Board of Guardians to draw your attention to the follow- 
incr case of a man named John M'Coy, absent from Keady, his native place in 
this union, for the last 46 years, during which time he has resided in the county 
of Northumberland, England, and was admitted to the Newcastle Union on the 
14th October last, afterwards forwarded by the authorities there per steamer to 
Belfast, where he arrived on the 17th ultimo, and reached Keady on the 20th, 
and afterwards admitted into this workhouse on Tuesday, the 31st ultimo. 

From his advanced age and infirm state of health, the guardians thought it 
prudent to admit him under the circumstances, though feeling strongly the impro- 
priety of the course adopted by the guardians at Newcastle, and resolving at the 
same time to have your opinion as to what steps ought to be taken by them on 
the occasion. 



LETTER from the Poor-law Commissioners in reply, dated 10 November 1848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the 
Poor in Ireland, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 5th instant, re- 
questing the opinion of the Commissioners relative to the case of John M‘Coy, 
who has been removed from the Newcastle Union, in the county of Northumber- 
land, to Belfast, he being a native of Keady, but having resided in the county 
of Northumberland, in England, during the last 46 years ; and in reference thereto,^ 
the Commissioners request to be furnished with a copy of the examination of 
John M'Coy, especially as to whether, during the last five years, lie has con- 
stantly resided in any one parish in the Newcastle Union, without having received 
parochial relief. 



LETTER from Clerk of Armagh Union to the Poor-law Commissioners, dated 
22 November 1848. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith, agreeably to the request contained in 
your letter of loth instant. No. 60,801, a copy of the examination of John 
M'Coy, lately a resident in Newcastle Union, Northumberland. 

Declaration eeperred to. 

County of Armagh,q ^ John M^Coy, at present a pauper in the Armagh Union 
to wit. j workhouse, in the county of Armagh, do solemnly and 
sincerely declare that I have resided in England for the last 4® years, and that 
during the last 15 years I have constantly resided in All Saints parish, Baker 
Ward, in the union of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, in England, in the employment of 
Mr. Ridley, vitriol works; that during the said 15 years I never received paro- 
chial relief whatsoever, except for a period of three days, to wit, from Saturday 
the 14th October 1848 until Tuesday the 17th October 1848, having been 
admitted into the Newcastle Union workhouse on the said 14th October, and 
discharged therefrom on the said 17th October 1848, when I was sent by rail- 
way from Newcastle-upon-Tyne to Carlisle, and icotn thence by steamer to 
Belfast,, and '.then forwarded to Armagh, where I was admitted as a pauper into 
the Armagh Union workhouse on Tuesday the 31st October 184S, where I am 
at the present time. 

And 
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And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be Case of J. MK:oy. 
true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act of Parliament made and passed in — ■ 
the fifth and sixth years of the reign of William the Fourth, intituled “ An Act 
for the more effectual abolition of Oaths and Affirmations taken and made in 
various departments of the State, and to substitute Declarations in lieu thereof, 
and for the more entire suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial Oaths and 
Affidavits.” 

his 

John + M.'Coy, 
mark. 



Truly read by William Barnes, clerk of petty sessions, 20, Scotch-street, 
Armagh. 

Declared and acknowledged before me, at Armagh, this 21st day of Novem- 
ber 1848. 

TV . Paton, J. P. for the County of Armagh. 



LETTER from the Poor-law Commissioners, Dublin, to Viscount Ebrington, m.p. 

London ; dated 5 December 1 848. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of 
the Poor in Ireland, to forward to you the enclosed copy of the examination of a 
pauper inmate of the workhouse of Armagh Union, who appears to have been 
illegally removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union ; and 1 am to state that the 
Commissioners have recommended the guardians of Armagh Union to apply to 
the Poor-law Board to appeal against the order in this case. 



LETTER from Poor-law Commissioners, Dublin, to Viscount Ehrington, M.P., 
London; dated 9 December 1848. 

Adverting to the Commissioners’ letter of the 5th instant, relative to the case 
of John M‘Coy, who was removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union to Armagh, 
I am directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the 
Poor in Ireland, to request that the Poor-law Board will be so good as to state 
the nature of the security they will require, in order that the Commissioners may 
inform the Board of Guardians of Armagh Union. 

The Commissioners desire at the same time to refer your Lordship to their 
letters of the 29th February and 28th April last, respectively, in which (with 
reference to another case) they requested similar information to that now sought 
in regard to the case of John M‘Coy. 



LETTER from Board of Guardians of Armagh Union to Viscount Ebrington, 
London; dated 12 December 1848. 

I AM directed by the guardians of the Armagh Union to request that the Poor- 
la\v Board will conduct an appeal in the case of a pauper named M'Coy, illegally 
removed from Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union to Armagh. 

I am further to acquaint you, that the guardians of this union will hold 
themselves accountable for the expenses of the appeal, pursuant to the 8 & 9 Viet, 
c. 117. 

The guardians enclose a copy of a communication from the Poor-law Commis- 
sioners, stating that there are, in their opinion, due and distinct grounds for such 
appeal. 

The examination of the pauper referred to in the Commissioners’ letter is in 
-the custody of the latter, and which can therefore be forwarded to the Board. 
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CaseofJ. M‘Coy. LETTER from fhe Poor-law Board, London, to the Poor-law Commissioners,. 

Dublin-, dated 28 December 1848. 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letters 
of the 5th and gih instant, relating to the case of John M‘Coy 5 and to transmit 
to you herewith, for the information, of the Commissioners for administering the 
Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, a copy of a letter which the Board have 
addressed to the guardians of the Armagh Union in reference to that case. 



LETTER from Poor-law Board, London, to Board of Guardians Armagh', 
dated 28 December 1848. (Referred to.) 

I AM directed by the Poor-law Board to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 12th instant, requesting the Board to conduct an appeal in the case of a 
pauper named M'Coy, alleged to have been ille.gally removed from the Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne Union to Armagh. 

The Board have also received a communication on this subject from the Poor- 
law Commissioners in Dublin, and have carefully considered the matter; but 
they deem it necessary to state that they cannot undertake to institute an appeal 
unless they are furnished with further particulars as to the facts of the case. lu 
the communications at present before the Board, neither the names of the justices 
who issued the warrant for the pauper’s removal, nor the name of the particular 
parish or place from which the pauper was removed, nor the names or description 
of the parties who made the complaint to the justices appear to be mentioned. 

It seems necessary, therefore, that the guardians of the Armagh Union should 
take some steps to learn these particulars, and to find evidence which will corro- 
borate the pauper’s statement as to his continuous residence in the same parish. 



— No. 14 . — 

(No. 4,726/49.) 

LETTER from the Commissioners to Mr. Power, Assistant Poor Law 
Commissioner. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 23 January 1849. 

I AM directed by the Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of 
lire Poor in Ireland, to forward to you the enclosed case, which has been laid 
before Mr. Henn, q. c., with regard to the mode of charging the expenses attend- 
ant upon appeals under the Removal of Vagrants Act, together with the opinion 
of Mr, Henn thereon ; and I am to state that, as you are now in London, 
the Commissioners will feel much obliged to you if you will have an inter- 
view with the President of the English Poor-law Board, on the subject to which 
the case relates ; and if you will endeavour to come to an understanding with 
the President as to the course which it may be desirable for the English Com- 
missioners and the Irish Boards of Guardians respectively, in reference to appeals, 
to pursue. 

The correspondence in the case is enclosed. 

To Alfred Power, Esq., &c. I have, &c. 

London. (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 



— No. 15 . — 

(No. 8,129/49.) 

REPORT from Mr. Power in reply. 

Gentlemen, London, 3 February 1 849. 

I HAVE the honour to state that, in pursuance of your request of the 23d ultimo, 
I have waited on the President of the Poor-law Board in England, and mentioned 
to him the subject of the power of appeal against the removal of Irish poor from 
England to Ireland. I found him unacquainted with the previous correspond- 
ence on the subject, which took place, I believe, before his appointment, but he 
obligingly said that he would refer to it. 1 was desirous to have the opportunity 
of seeing him after he had read the papers, but he was about to leave Londoir 
for a short time, which will prevent my having that pleasure. 

Under 
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Under these circumstances, I would suggest that the official correspondence 
should proceed in due course, and with that view 1 return the papers herewith. 

I am, &c. 

The Poor-law Commissioners, &c. (signed) A. Power. 



— No. 16. — 

(No. 8,129/49.) 

LETTER from the Commissioners to the Poor-law Board in England. 

Poor-law Commission Office, Dublin, 

My Lord, 6 February 1849. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland, 
have received Mr. Lumley’s letter of the 28th December last, relating to the. 
request of the guardians of Armagh Union to have an appeal instituted against 
the removal of John M‘Coy from the parish of All Saints, in the Newcastle-on- 
Tyne Union. It appears that the Poor-law Board are unwilling to institute an 
appeal in this case, unless further particulars are furnished to them as to the facts 
of the case ; and it is observed that in the statement already forwarded, neither 
the names of the justices who issued the warrant, nor the name of the parish or 
place from which the pauper was removed, nor the names of the parties who 
made complaint to the justices, appear to be mentioned; and the guardians of 
Armagh Union are called on to learn these particulars, and find evidence to cor- 
roborate the pauper’s statement. 

In reply, I am to observe that the statute under which Irish poor are removed 
to Ireland, makes no provision for the transmission of any document to Ireland 
from which certain information can be obtained as to any of the particulars re- 
ferred to, and that an aggrieved Board of Guardians must necessarily derive their 
statement of the case from the person removed. Precise accuracy on any point 
cannot therefore be expected ; but in the present case, John M‘Coy declares that 
on the 14th October last he was admitted into the workhouse of Newcastle-on- 
Tyne Union, and on the 17th October removed to Ireland. He further declares, 
that for the last 15 years previously to his removal he had constantly resided in. 
All Saints Parish, Baker Ward, in Newcastle Union, llis description of the 
parish or place may be incorrect, but the Commissioners submit that the-state- 
raent, if not false, sufficiently alleges an illegal removal in this case, on tife com- 
plaint of the Board of Guardians of Newcastle Union, they being the only parties 
competent to complain to the justices ; and that any accidental and unavoidable 
want of accuracy in the description of the parish ought not to deprive the Board 
of Guardians of their undoubted right to redress by way of appeal. 

The only steps by which the Board of Guardians could obtain such information 
as to the Poor-law Board insist on receiving, would be by prosecuting inquiry 
into the particulars of the case in England. The Commissioners have in their 
letter to your Lordship, of the 19th May 1848, entered fully into the view which 
they take of the provisions of the 8 & 9 Viet. c. ny, and of the inexpediency of 
leading Boards of Guardians in Ireland to employ any agency in England in 
reference to appeals against removals. 

The Commissioners again request the attention of the Poor-law Board to the 
views so expressed : and they desire now to add, that inasmuch as no provision 
has been made, authorizing a Board of Guardians in Ireland to incur any expense 
about these appeals in any other way than by payment of such costs as may be in- 
curred by the Poor-law Board in the conduct of such appeals, the Commissioners 
cannot recommend or permit any Irish Board to incur any expenditure from the 
poor-rates in the manner suggested by the Poor-law Board, the 52d section of 
the 1 & 2 Viet. c. 56, directly prohibiting any charge upon the poor-rates not 
expressly provided for by that or subsequent Acts. 

I have, &c. 

To Viscount Ebrington, m.p. &c. (signed) W. Stanley, Secretary. 

Poor-law Board, London. 
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